




 

 

Eminent Domain: 

I agree with DCU that each project be examined on its own merits. The recent Knick case cited 

above will lead to even more extensive litigation, I suspect, should each project not be examined 

on its own merits. Property rights are foundational and it’s been quite a spectacle witnessing the 

body politic in PA, from the legislature to the Governor, ignore the plight of their directly 

impacted constituents facing condemnation. My own State Rep, Representative Brett Miller has 

been the exception in our District. 

 

I’m often told “these projects can’t be built without the use of eminent domain.” I’ve always 

countered that with actual proof that statement isn’t true. The drill rigs on private property with 

lights shining all night and noise, dust, and other irritations weren’t placed there with the 

authority of eminent domain. The gas company merely negotiated with the landowner for a price 

the landowner willingly agreed with. The same is absolutely true of the gathering pipelines that 

don’t qualify for the use of eminent domain. They’ve all been built despite their lack of the 

authority of eminent domain. Here’s a map of Bradford County’s pipeline system. Many of these 

did not qualify for the use of eminent domain yet were somehow built anyway. Mysterious. 

 

 



 

 

 

Clearly the authority of eminent domain is not required in order to build this infrastructure, much 

has been built without it.  

The disparity in treatment of landowners I’ve witnessed is truly sad. Those who can least afford 

to lose equity in their property, or afford an attorney are usually the same folks who are paid the 

least for the use of their land and sign terrible easement agreements. I don’t think any new laws 

are needed, enforcement against fraudulent or deceptive business practices (PA Title 18 § 4107) 

already makes lying in an attempt to acquire property or credit a felony. Actual prosecution of 

land agents and their employers who deceive landowners would make it less likely for the 

landowners to be deceived during negotiations. There doesn’t seem to be any appetite to hold 

land agents accountable should they lie to landowners. Used car dealers who roll back odometers 

are vigorously prosecuted. Lying to landowners in order to gain a Right of Way across their 

property as cheaply as possible is no less egregious. The ROW is forever and impacts the 

landowners’ most dear possession, a car is just a car. 

Back in the good old days of 2005, many on both sides of the aisle had a visceral reaction to the 

Supreme Court ruling in Kelo vs. City of New London CT. Seems that former moral conviction 

about the sanctity of property rights disappears when the seizure of property for a pipeline that 

may or may not serve the public interest is the condemner. 

Many states tightened their eminent domain laws in response to Kelo. as was suggested by a 

couple of dissenting Supreme Court Justices. PA responded by raising the required compensation 

to landowners for legal fees from $500.00 to $4000.00. $4000.00 is an inadequate amount of 

money for a landowner to engage counsel to protect their interests. 

“[A] man who is forced into court, where he owes no obligation to the party moving against him, 

cannot be said to have received ‘just compensation’ for his property if he is put to an expense 

appreciably important to establish the value of his property. He does not want to sell. The 

property is taken from him through the exertion of the high powers of the state, and the spirit of 

the Constitution clearly required that he shall not be thus compelled to part with what belongs to 

him without the payment, not alone of the abstract value of the property, but of all the necessary 

expenses incurred in fixing that value. This would seem to be dictated by sound morals, as well 

as by the spirit of the Constitution; and it will not be presumed that the Legislature has intended 

to deprive the owner of property of the full protection which belongs to him as a matter of right.”  

In re Water Supply in City of New York, 109 N.Y.S. 652, 654-55 (N.Y.A.D. 1908). 



 

 

Florida changed the wording in their eminent domain law from “just compensation,” to “full 

compensation,” and in FERC pipeline cases the courts have been awarding attorney fees to the 

landowners for their legal defense. That’s the logical thing to do. The landowners are completely 

innocent in all this. They didn’t ask to have their lives interrupted by the pipeline projects. 

Florida Const., art. X, § 6(a) – “[n]o private property shall be taken except for a public purpose 

and with full compensation therefor….”  

“Full compensation under the Florida Constitution includes the right to a reasonable attorney's 

fee for the property owner” because in “Florida eminent domain proceedings, the goal is to 

render the private property owner as whole as possible….”  

Joseph B. Doerr Trust v. Central Florida Expressway Authority,  

177 So.3d 1209, 1215 (Fla. 2015).  

While we, as a society provide free counsel to anyone accused of a crime, (Miranda) we provide 

little or nothing in the way of legal fees for the hardworking landowners beset by a pipeline 

project. The Natural Gas Act (NGA) provides zero funds for attorneys. Being threatened with 

having your liberty taken away prompted the courts to act because a constitutional right of 

Liberty was at risk once accused of a crime, providing free counsel for the accused is a societal 

duty. Having the “right to exclude others,” the most fundamental right of property ownership is 

no less a Constitutional right that needs legal protection, and therefore funding for the threatened 

landowner. 

Property Rights and Personal Rights are inseparable. Supreme Court:  

Lynch v, Household Finance Corp. 

Held: 

1. There is no distinction between personal liberties and proprietary rights with respect to 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1343(3). Pp. 405 U. S. 542-552. 

(a) Neither the language nor the legislative history of that section distinguishes between personal 

and property rights. Pp. 405 U. S. 543-546. 



 

 

(b) There is no conflict between that section and 28 U.S.C. § 1331, and the legislative history of 

§ 1331 does not provide any basis for narrowing the scope of § 1343(3) jurisdiction. Pp. 405 U. 

S. 546-550. 

(c) It would be virtually impossible to apply a "personal liberties" limitation on § 1343(3), as 

there is no real dichotomy between personal liberties and property rights. It has long been 

recognized that rights in property are basic civil rights. Pp. 405 U. S. 550-552. 

2. Prejudgment garnishment under the Connecticut statutes is levied and maintained without the 

participation of the state courts, and thus an injunction against such action is not barred by the 

provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 2283. Pp. 405 U. S. 552-556. 

318 F.Supp. 1111, reversed and remanded. 

Page 405 U. S. 539 

STEWART, J., delivered the opinion of the Court, in which DOUGLAS, BRENNAN, and 

MARSHALL, JJ., joined. WHITE, J., filed a dissenting opinion, in which BURGER, C.J., and 

BLACKMUN, J., joined, post, p. 405 U. S. 556. POWELL and REHNQUIST, JJ., took no part 

in the consideration or decision of the case. 

“In all criminal proceedings, th[e] right [to counsel] is expressly protected by the Sixth 

Amendment. As I have indicated, in civil disputes with the Government I believe that right is 

also protected by the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment and by the First Amendment. 

If the Government, in the guise of a paternalistic interest in protecting the citizen from his own 

improvidence, can deny him access to independent counsel of his choice, it can change the 

character of our free society. Even though a dispute with the sovereign may only involve 

property rights…the citizen’s right of access to the independent, private bar is itself an aspect of 

liberty that is of critical importance in our democracy.” Walters v. National Ass'n of Radiation 

Survivors, 473 U.S. 305, 370-71 (1985) (Stevens, J., dissenting). 

Property Rights are Basic Civil Rights. 

https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/405/538/case.html#546
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/405/538/case.html#546
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/405/538/case.html#550
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/405/538/case.html#552
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/405/538/case.html#556


 

 

Eminent domain attorneys offer contingency service usually at a cost of 33% of the money 

gained for the landowner over the final offer. While offering that service allows landowners who 

don’t have the money in the bank to fight a billion-dollar company and their army of lawyers, it 

leaves the landowner limping away with 66% of “Just Compensation.” In some cases that 

arrangement likely leads to the attorneys being paid hundreds of thousands of dollars. The 

landowner loses again. 

Courts are perfectly capable of determining fair value for any service rendered, they do it all the 

time in civil cases. In this case, the court stated that for experienced eminent domain attorney a 

typical case should take 75 hours of work. That would pay only the condemnation and 

compensation hearing. Any appeals would be on the landowner.  

Court order on attorney’s fees: 

“That amount of billable time seems excessive for an attorney experienced in eminent domain 

matters. After considering the testimony and evidence presented by the parties during the 

hearing, in addition to the factors set forth in LaRocca, supra, the Court believes that seventy-

five (75) hours is a more accurate estimate of the billable time Plaintiff spent on Defendant’s 

eminent domain matter. Multiplying this time by Plaintiff’s proffered and accepted fair fee of 

$250.00/hour, Plaintiff is due the amount of $18,750.00 from Defendant for services rendered in 

her eminent domain case.” 

 

Many of these cases are resolved through negotiation without the attorney ever having to prepare 

for or attend court so they don’t spend anywhere near 75 hours on the landowner’s case but still 

collect their 33% fee from their clients who couldn’t afford to pay by the hour. 

I propose the state increase the amount of money awarded property owners under PA eminent 

domain law from $4000.00 to $25,000.00 (a certified appraisal is also required, cost $5-

7,000.00) $25,000.00 is a more realistic amount given 14 years have passed since Kelo.  $300.00 

per hour X 75 hours = $22,500.00. (round up) The condemner, understanding they’ll be 

responsible to pay this fee to landowners may make a far better offer initially and perhaps save 

the courts time in entertaining litigation that results from the current system. I understand this is 

a legislative problem that the PA PUC can’t accomplish. 



 

 

Congress recognized that “if the citizen does not have the resources [to obtain relief in a civil 

rights lawsuit], his day in court is denied him; the congressional policy he seeks to assert and 

vindicate goes unvindicated; and the entire Nation, not just the individual citizen, suffers.”  

City of Riverside v. Rivera, 477 U.S. 561, 575 (1986). 

While the State is treated like royalty where a pipeline crosses its land, the landowners are not. 

For instance, the Atlantic Sunrise crossed PA Game Lands 211. The crossing was around 1,300’ 

(agreement attached). For that distance, the state was paid the equivalent of $714,000.00 and is 

paid a yearly lease payment of $3026.00 for the privilege of using that property. That’s true of all 

state-owned properties. Common sense. If I use another’s land to park a camper, I pay them 

monthly or yearly for as long as I’m using their land. The amount of the lease payment would 

vary depending on the size of the property. If one owns an acre, the impact is far more severe 

than if they own 100 acres. Being paid that stipend would help landowners with an enticement 

for potential future buyers of the property who may otherwise turn away due to the easement. 

The Game Commission deal included a $24,000.00 cash payment and the donation of two other 

parcels of land to the Game Commission. I called the Recorder of Deeds in the counties where 

those two properties were situated. I was told the pipeline company bought one of the properties 

for $240,000.00 the other for $450,000.00, and then they were “donated” to the Game 

Commission.  

For roughly the same distance across my property, 1.300’, I was told if I didn’t accept the 

“generous” offer of $28,000.00, the amount the court would award me in a compensation hearing 

was $7,490.00. In addition to the fair offer of financial compensation paid the Game 

Commission the ROW agreement required the complete restoration of the temporary workspace. 

A recent 3rd circuit decision will help landowners faced with a taking under the NGA recoup 

monies for restoring their property. That only happened recently and I’m grateful to those 

Honorable Judges who did the right thing. Whether a landowner facing a PUC condemnation can 

recoup those costs is unclear to me, but is obviously the right thing for landowners. Timber value 

for trees cut down is wholly inadequate and is, in fact, insulting. 

The PA property owner is required to continue paying the full load of property tax, including on 

the now jointly owned easement. That’s absurd. The pipeline company must pay property tax on 

their easement and the landowner’s property tax reduced in kind. 



 

 

Any financial benefit paid to PA property owners is without a doubt spent in the PA economy. 

Any amount the pipeline company doesn’t pay the landowner is profit which goes back to the out 

of state company and its remote shareholders from who knows where? That’s not in 

Pennsylvania’s best financial interest and certainly not in the financial interest of the landowner. 

An ongoing yearly lease payment to the landowner for the privilege of using their property to 

generate, in the case of Atlantic Sunrise, $1.1 million dollars per day, likely for 50 years 

(statement of project manager from the witness stand Eastern District Federal Court) is the only 

equitable financial remedy for landowners. 

Noise 

Another problem for any landowners living within the “Noise Sensitive Area” (NSA) of an HDD 

drill site is the constant noise and vibration they have to endure for as long as the drilling goes 

on. Many months is the norm. These people have to go to work each day and are entitled to a 

good night’s rest. For the Atlantic Sunrise, the pipeline company promised the FERC they would 

provide temporary housing for the landowners so situated or pay them the monetary equivalent 

of relocation at the landowners’ preference. Payment was only due if the company was drilling 

after 7:00 pm and couldn’t keep the noise below 55 decibel (dBa) average. Map of NSAs for one 

HDD drill site. FERC docket Atlantic Sunrise: 

 



 

 

You’ll have to zoom in but the named NSAs (homes within the noise sensitive areas / drill rig 

((red crosses)) are the yellow dots.  

Here’s an exploded view. (no pun intended) 

 

 

While I certainly appreciate Transco’s promise to the FERC to accommodate the landowners if 

drilling all night, the land agents never told the landowners (Ferricks) they were entitled to that 

compensation. Never. The offer to the Ferricks for the easement across their land was $7000.00. 

No offer of compensation whatsoever for the noise they’d be forced to endure. Every time the 

land agent called, he’d say “have you come to your senses yet Mr. Ferrick?” (declaration of 

David Ferrick) When the landowners brought the promise of compensation to the attention of the 

pipeline company attorneys, they were able to negotiate fair compensation for their 

inconvenience in the form of a daily stipend. The drilling went on for around 5 months. 24/7, 6-7 

days per week. More proof these projects can easily be built while treating the landowners with a 

little dignity. Same is true of PUC regulated pipeline projects. 

 

 



 

 

From the FERC docket: 

 

That one sentence which promised landowners compensation was buried in a submission 

containing thousands of pages. Landowners can’t possibly read all that and go to work each day 

too. As far as I know, No one along Mariner subjected to the all-night noise was ever 

compensated. 

While the Bog Turtles and other environmental features have an army of environmental 

attorneys looking out for them, the landowners have no one, unless they pay out of pocket. 

The PA PUC must implement the same protections and or payments for landowners in the 

“Noise Sensitive Areas” along a PUC regulated project. 

Pre testing water wells.  

The FERC requires the pre testing of private water wells within 150’ of the construction zone 

unless the area is underlain with Karst geology. In cases where the underlying geologic 

formations are of Karst composition, the required testing stretches to 500’ from the construction 



 

 

zone. As far as I know, SPLP didn’t do that for landowners within 500’ along Mariner where the 

geologic formations beneath their homes were of karst compositions. Unacceptable. 

HDD verses DirectPipe. 

HDD is the long-time standard method of crossing under sensitive areas and water bodies. While 

tried and proven, what happened to people in Chester County proves it is not without risk. 

DirectPipe is a different way of boring beneath a sensitive feature and has many environmental 

benefits. DirectPipe was first used to cross under the Rhine River in Germany in 2007. I had sent 

an active link to PA DEP a couple years ago. The link explained the benefits and how DirectPipe 

lowered the risks of “frackouts” and bore hole collapse, while minimizing the use of water and 

bentonite necessary to complete the bore. As with any new technology that lessens the potential 

environmental impact during a construction project, the DEP had the authority to require Best 

Management Practices.  

Newer silt fencing as well as other much improved technology is always recommended by DEP 

when such technology becomes available. For any substrate geology that is prone to problems 

using HDD, DirectPipe must considered by PA DEP and PA PUC. I believe that had DirectPipe 

been used in Chester County the problems along Lisa Drive etc. and the ensuing nightmare for 

the landowners may have been avoided. It seems to me, as a layperson, the experts in the field 

should have recognized that attempting HDD though karst like that in Chester County came with 

risks, risks that could have been minimized by using DirctPipe in the first place. 

Submission to DEP showing the known surface depressions which are sinkholes waiting to 

happen. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Mariner: sinkholes red dots, surface depressions yellow dots. 

 

HDD on Mariner was a disaster. We can and must do better. 

Untrue Statements. 

I realize now that I’ve been fortunate in my life to not have been involved in a project or other 

action involving big business and the government. The amount of hyperbole and outright 

propaganda circulated and written is unbelievable. 

The Russian Tanker Myth. The tanker that landed at Everett, Mass. import facility was owned by 

the same French company that owns the import facility in Mass. ENGIE. What happened to the 

Laissez Faire Neoliberal free marketers? Now that all their dreams have come true, they pivot 

away from their free market Dogma. I get whiplash just trying to follow their logic. None of this 

would matter to me if the threat of seizing Americans property weren’t real and happening. 



 

 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/tanker-carrying-liquefied-natural-gas-from-

russias-arctic-arrives-in-boston/2018/01/28/08d3894c-0497-11e8-8777-

2a059f168dd2_story.html?noredirect=on 

Part of one tanker that delivered gas to the Everett Mass. was Russian gas. That became 

“tankers,” and the story ran from there. The ENGIE (Distragas) import facility in Mass. helps 

supply New England during high demand days. Historically, that imported gas came from 

Trinidad and Tobago. The 2018 price of around $4.00 per thousand cubic feet is competitive and 

a new $2.5 billion-dollar pipeline to supply NE for 12 days per year didn’t make sense. 

 

The truth is that gas from Cove Point, MD could supply Everett import facility if the Jones Act 

(antiquated 1920 law) were waived. In 2014 the state-owned Indian gas company GAIL Global 

contracted for 350 million cubic feet of gas per day from Cove Point. They no longer want much 

of that gas as they can source gas cheaper closer to home. Those contracts are being sold on the 

spot market and could have supplied Everett ENGIE import terminal. No need for that tiny bit of 

Russian gas. 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/tanker-carrying-liquefied-natural-gas-from-russias-arctic-arrives-in-boston/2018/01/28/08d3894c-0497-11e8-8777-2a059f168dd2_story.html?noredirect=on
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/tanker-carrying-liquefied-natural-gas-from-russias-arctic-arrives-in-boston/2018/01/28/08d3894c-0497-11e8-8777-2a059f168dd2_story.html?noredirect=on
https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/economy/tanker-carrying-liquefied-natural-gas-from-russias-arctic-arrives-in-boston/2018/01/28/08d3894c-0497-11e8-8777-2a059f168dd2_story.html?noredirect=on


 

 

During testimony before  Senate Committee on Energy and Natural Resources July 12, 2018,  

Mr. Joseph Kelliher, Exec. VP at Nextera Energy, told the panel that the proposed Kinder 

Morgan Northeast Direct (NED) project, that was floated to run alongside the Constitution 

Pipeline, was cancelled because it didn’t make sense to build a couple billion dollar pipeline to 

supply New England for only the coldest 12 days per year. He also said the pipeline system in 

New England is adequate to handle demand save for 12 days per year.  

Having witnessed the FERC process, if Kinder Morgan was able to cut back flows on an existing 

and paid for pipeline and switch that capacity to the new Northeast Direct pipeline, I’m pretty 

sure the FERC would have approved that project. FERC almost never says no. The Everett 

import facility is already built and operational and can supply New England on the 12 coldest 

days of the year with gas from Cove Point that India no longer wants. 

GAIL no longer wants the U.S. LNG they contracted even though their 20 year contract was part 

of what DOE relied on as proof of need for Cove Point export facility. 

https://af.reuters.com/article/commoditiesNews/idAFL8N1PI35E 

https://asia.nikkei.com/Business/India-s-GAIL-swaps-bulk-of-unsold-U.S.-LNG-contracts-amid-

fall-in-crude-oil 

 

The point is the wild and unfounded claims surrounding energy from both sides of the argument 

are a hindrance to making good policy based on facts, not wild hyperbole. 

 

It seems even the Commodities Future Trading Commission, (CFTC) a Federal Agency, has 

published false statements regarding the arbitrage available for LNG exporters. I’m following up 

on this right now. It’s unbelievable that a Federal Agency like Commodities Futures Trading 

Commission would publish something so inaccurate. 

 

 

 

 

 

https://af.reuters.com/article/commoditiesNews/idAFL8N1PI35E
https://asia.nikkei.com/Business/India-s-GAIL-swaps-bulk-of-unsold-U.S.-LNG-contracts-amid-fall-in-crude-oil
https://asia.nikkei.com/Business/India-s-GAIL-swaps-bulk-of-unsold-U.S.-LNG-contracts-amid-fall-in-crude-oil


 

 

 

 

 

 

The figures cited in this paper are wildly inaccurate. $.90 per thousand cubic feet of gas? Cover 

page of CFTC Paper. Market Intelligence Branch? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

This from inside the paper. CFTC claimed costs of production and shipping LNG wildly 

inaccurate. 

 

1 Thousand cubic feet of gas (mcf) is equivalent to 1 million Btu (MMBtu) 

The paper claims cost of producing gas is 90 cents per mcf (1000 cubic feet) 

 

CEO of EQT tells the truth about the cost of producing the gas. (Seeking Alpha) 

 

"He said the producers must reduce drilling to maintenance capital levels for the next two years, 

and return the excess cash from operations to shareholders through dividends and buybacks. He 

said that strategy would allow natural gas prices to raise to a level — upward of $3.50 per 

thousand cf — (not 90 cents as the CFTC and apparently FERC claim. added) where producers 

can make money, shareholders can get returns and equity valuations that have dropped severely 

can improve 

“At $2, even the mighty Marcellus does not make sense,” he said.”  

 

(CFTC says 90 cents makes sense?) 

 

Shipping costs to Asia are at $86,000.00 per day, (Reuters link) not $33,500.00. Which means 

that shipping to Asia costs 2.56 times the $33,500.00 CFTC claims.  

 

CFTC figure of $1.15 mcf when actual shipping costs to Asia of $2.94 per mcf if. At $86,000.00 

per day, rather than the claimed $33,500.00 per day, the cost of shipping to Asia would be $2.94 

per mcf. Total costs to Asia around $8.00 per thousand cubic feet, not the CFTC cited $3.65. 

 



 

 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-lng-shipping-rates/lng-shipping-rates-spike-with-no-respite-

seen-through-2019-idUSKCN1M11W4  

 

More accurate cost of LNG to Asia from Labyrinth Consulting. $8.00 to Asia, not $3.65. 

 

 
It’s other worldly to me that the CFTC cites such wildly inaccurate prices for commodities and 

associated costs of producing and shipping LNG. I understand all these issues are not within the 

purview of PA PUC. I’m writing to point out why the landowners must be given their day in 

court so they can use their own expert witnesses to contest the taking before their property is 

taken and savaged. I read a lot of misinformation regarding actual need, or actual benefits, and 

these couple illustrations only scratch the surface. If I, as a layperson, can understand the costs of 

shipping gas to Asia certainly the Market Intelligence Office of the CFTC can…or not. 

 

                                                          Summary 

1. PA is financially benefitting from shale gas, landowners in the path of FERC and PUC 

pipelines are not. The State must set up an Office of Landowner Assistance that would be 

funded by the gas and pipeline industry. Landowners are entitled to help navigating the 

complex PUC or FERC process.  

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-lng-shipping-rates/lng-shipping-rates-spike-with-no-respite-seen-through-2019-idUSKCN1M11W4
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-lng-shipping-rates/lng-shipping-rates-spike-with-no-respite-seen-through-2019-idUSKCN1M11W4


 

 

2. In any eminent domain proceeding the State must increase the attorney fee allowance for 

landowners facing condemnation from $4000.00 to (for instance) $25,000.00, to be paid 

by the condemner over and above any compensation for the easement itself. 

3. Each PUC project must be taken on its own merits. Blanket certification that the project 

is in the public interest must be able to be challenged in a timely manner 

4. Prosecution of any individual who deceives landowners must be prompt if proven to be 

true. Having an Office of Landowner Assistance would likely cut down on those 

incidents. 

5. PA Legislature must fund the PA PUC to the extent required for oversight of safety for 

the landowners and the environment. BMPs should include (for instance) DirectPipe 

instead of HDD wherever practicable. 

6. Only pipelines absolutely required may be built. Upgrading existing pipelines must be 

considered wherever possible. The financial attraction of a 14-16% return for a FERC 

regulated pipeline may lead to unnecessary overbuilding at the landowner and ratepayer’s 

expense. 

7. Complete restoration of the temporary workspace, including either replanting any trees 

that were cut down or compensating the landowners for the “cost of cure,” as is done for 

the PA Game Commission, is required for any PA PUC project. 

8. Pay landowners a yearly lease for the privilege of using their property to generate profit, 

same as is done for the PA Game Commission. 

9. Compensation for relocation of any landowners subjected to drilling noise all night is 

required for every day the decibel level is above 55 dBA.  

10. Pre-testing and post-testing water wells within 150’ of the construction zone in normal   

geologic formations and 500’ in Karst formations is required.  

11. Adopt ASCE 38-02 standards; enforce PA Act 287 rev. 

12. Don’t believe everything you read.  

 

Seizing an Americans property against their will is a serious matter. Truth in all aspects of the 

process is mandatory otherwise Justice is not served. 

 

Respectfully, J. Timothy Gross 



 

 

 


